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INTRODUCTION* 

QINCE an Analyjis is a refoluiion of any thing 
into its component principles^ the confequent en-- 
quiry Jliould be general^ the invcjligation accurate and 
impartialy and the inference natural. Hcnce^ in 
every inftitution, zuhether facred or civil, there are 
general fenfes affixed to technical phrafes, and hy de^ 
fining the terms literally, we may eafily mifinterpret 
their txMtfenfe and meaning. Epifcopacy, in partis 
cular, as to its principles, is erroneoufly defcribed, m 
Confequence of a fynthetical mode of reafoning made 
ufe of that concludes ^ rather from a propofition before 
ejlabli/hed, than demonjlrative certainty. 

In this refpeB the prefent Syllabus appears ctfifu* 
rable, iy fixing fuch ideas to terms as they were not 
intended to convey, and explaining modes altogether 
contrary to their original defign. Whereas in the 
fubfequent remarks, fads only are had recourfc to, and 
the affertions objeBed to, explained according to their 
natural import. As there are various equivocal wordsy 
. admitting of and including a diverfity 0/ fenfes, cow- 
fequently, the explication of fuch is not to be confined to 
one : as, in this inflance, a Church isfometimes under-* 
Jtood as a religious affembly, or the edifice where people 
meetyfometimesfor afynod of a Bifhops or of Prefbyters, 
at other timcsf or the Pope and a general coxmciU There 

being 
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being fiich a number of ambiguous terms, in which our. 
ideas are conveyed, it is much eafier to blend^ than to 
dijlinguijli ; to embarrafs, than elucidaiejh'e matter ijH 
queJHon, In which caje^ by conjidering the relative 
and qualified Jenfes of the term adopted^ w^ mayatm 
rive at its true meaning. 

ABuated by generous motives, a tontern for truths 
and impartial enquiry, we may difcover excellencies in 
that which is deemed odious, and purity in what is 
called corrupt, by admitting the relative, injlead of 
Ym^xA idea that the term conveys. In analytical dif 
qufitioT^s, peftH uniformity becomes requifite, to evince 
the fxfience of the nhole, by thefymmetry of its parts. 
Epillopacy thus viewed, includes more than we can 
abfiraBet'ily conceive ; J or, by confidering it national, 
loe mufi fappofe it conftitutional ; and if con^Mn^ 
tlonal, conjequently \tg2A, and if\tgd\yittt,becaufe 
it is conftitutional. What in one part may appear 
indefenfible, when together is otherwife. What cccle- 
fiattical, may feevi opprefjive ; as civil, proves itfelj 
conjiitutionally liberal. Connect the caufe and the ejfeH^ 
the Confiitution and Epifcopacy itfelf the confe^ 
qucnce cannot well be defpotic^ while (he caufe is in^ 
trirfically free. 

RE* 



REMARK S, Be. 



CHRISTIANITY, abftraaed from every 
fchifniatic or party attachment, name or de- 
nommation, is benevolent in its nature, and benefi- 
cent in its effe^s. Neither the iron fceptre of def- 
potifin, nor the malevolent deCgns of men, can in- 
fluence its uafuliied purity, to difFufe any thing but 
good. The bleflings of fociety, in their fuUefl: 
extent, are neceflarilyconfequent on Chriftianity, 
yAxucki provides for the comfort and happinefs of 
mankind* K^i ^the moral depravation c^ man 
forbids a reciprocation of interefts, to be fupported 
by no other means, than the will, reftraint became 
fequifiie for the common f^efervation of the whole. 
HoBce, fo infeparable a connefiion exifts between 
siml and nreligiQUS liberty, that the fame autberity 
wluch Inquires Uis to render unto God, the things 
ibat are God's^ alfo commands us, to render unto 
C^far the thiags thai are C^efar's. If the political 
cxiftence of a ftate depends on conftitutional laws, 

may 
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may we not, with equal juftice, fuppofe that zfcrip^ 
tural limitation tends to tjlablijh the general fyftem " 
of Chriftianity itfelf. Were declamation unbound^ 
ed, error would appear in the garb of truth, and 
truth itfelf be exploded as the extreme of falfehood; 
and the deluded multitude might ( even more than 
they are already) ** be carried about with diverfe 
** winds of doQrine." 

In the common ftrufture of an edifice, much 
lefs in matters of a more refined nature, an intelli* 
gent perfon would not be fuppofed to aft without a ^ 
plan, and that plan muft be eftablijhed for the gene*' 
ral government of the whole. Thero cannot be 
any tntc fyftem of Chriftianity, but what is founded 
on Revelation ; nor can it be proved perfeftly de« 
fenfible, any further than it is confiftent with that 
rule of faith and praftice. A Churchy whofe Litur- 
gy is in part a tranfcript of Scripture, and whofe 
Articles are derived from that facred fource of 
knowledge, for the union of civil and religious li- 
berty in one indilfoluble bond, has been eftabliflied 
as the National Church of England^ merely as a ti- 
tular diftinftion from antichriftian profefibrs. This 
national eftabliftiment, as a proof of its moderation 
and candour, has tolerated almoft every defcription 
of perfons, that diflent, or differ from it ; and, as a 
return for fo generous a procedure, the Rev. Mt\ 
Robin/on has propofed a plan of Leftures, on the 

principles * 
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principles of non-conformity, for the inftruSion of 
CatechumenSi -^ not in meeknefs, gentlenefs and 
forbearance, — bat in virulence, enmity anid oppo- 
fition to a Church, that conftitutionally and execu- 
tively prote6ls them, by its cbnjun6lion with the ci- 
vil law, from moleftation or infult. That fuch are 
the requitals of beneficence will appear, by confider- 
inghis plan of Leftures, asthcy Teverally hold forth 
accufation, ridicule and cohtetnptj in a ftile {otempe-' 
rate, as to abound with aljnoft every i^veftive, but 
a papal anathema. 

The firft LeSure ( according to Mr. Rdbinfon's 
plan) confifts **of the do£irine ot/ree, religious 
^* eiiqniTy Jlated J expfained^md vindicated.'' As it 
hjlated by the ingenious author, it appears fb ex- 
tremely exienfive, as, fcarcely^ to admit of national, 
or congregated union with any fet of men. As he de- 
fines it; ^^uniMttimled by human Authority ; '' where- 
as, the admiflioh of a member to a dilTenting com- 
muhibn depends on a confeffion of faith, either ver- 
bal or written, apprcrved by that community in ge- 
neral, who are the oftenfible* authority, and as Men, 
confequendy human. Though I grant they admit 
them on, what they fuppofe, ftriptural evidence ; 
yet, if a perfon imbibes: notions generally exploded 
by them, he is by their Authority, refufed admit- 
tance: whence an Enquirer of this defcription, 
under no human controul, muft remain wiihoitt 

thp 
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the pale of their Church/i^r ever. I zppe2l Aen to 
the impartial reader, if the Enquiry ^^eJ, does Dot 
defeat its own purpofe. : 

Th£ fecond thing to be attended to is the Ex^ 
planatiorii which is briefly this, that " enquhr^ is fra 
*^ when it poffeSfes a liberty of proceeding as far 
^^ as the reafon and fitncfs of things allow/' In this 
cafe who is the Umpire ? The rcafimablenefs of a 
thing is in comiwm determined by the Opinion peoc 
pie have of that thing. In the diflenting Church«- 
government, who determines there ? The Church. 
Where then is this boafted Freedom of enquiry, if 
every member be nol at liberty to think, reafon, or 
maintain what he pleafes ? One fentiment admits^ 
Another excludes. If a man is an Arian in an or* 
thodox fociety, will be not complain of tbe want c^ 
free religious enquiry, if he is excluded merely for 
being an Arian ? It is true, Revelation is the on^ 
ly limit ; but, when they have done all, it is their con^ 
firvBion of Revelation limits^ as it neceflarily muft«: 

This Explanation^ once admitted, deftroys eve-? 
ry purpofe of the Separatifts, who admit none with^ 
out certain reftri6lions, both in principle and prac? 
tice. It would certainly perplex^ even Mr. Robinfon 
bimfelf, to unite in o?t^ idea, i^^r^tan of principles 
^nd/rec religious enquiry* 

I PROCSED 
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I piipcsEO now to the Vindication. The right 
gf private jjjudgment few Proteftants deiay ; hut to 
yindiqi^^ ^jf^ 'imf^itwhi enquiry, i& to condemn 
preTcribefi.r^Ies pf admiffion, and i;x words to dif* 
^^ frorn, Nbn-cpnfo^^ unlds is meant 

The lUu/iration is hiftorically feafible, hut con- 
clufively indefenfible. After feif-applaufes in abun- 
dance^ iwp.^re in^roied that Aim^n Eftablifhments 
depreis,. Mfhzi/ree joinin^g^ aehurch cultivates, even 
fru Sv^viryp The aft of joining a church may be 
free, the aft of joining the Church oi England is freq 
alfp, (the Baptifm of In&ntsbeiqg c^nfider^ mor^ 
as dedicatory than otherwiie) no cqmpulAon, that 
we hear pf, either civil or ecclefiaftical. But fo far 
ftpoft. depreffing/r^^ enquiry are the rituals of the 
Church, that we find, in ih^twtntieth Article,'' Thp 
•^ Church hath power to decree rights or ceremo* 
<( tii^s^ and authority in controverfies of Faith ; 
^S andt yet,rits not lay;fu) for the Church to ordain 
** any thing contrajry tp God s Word written ; nei* 
^ thermay it fo cxpoitod any place of Scripture, 
^^ ib that it may be repugnant to another." Thefe 
decrees do not amount to more than a due provi- 
(ion againft error, which deiign the Diffenters pro- 
fefs to have in view, by their confeffions of faith 
at admiflion. I know not then, how it can be pro^ 
vcd that the Church oi England, by her reftriftions, 

, in 
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in anywife depreffes frtt Enquiry, when men of va- 
rious fentiments are admitted to her communion^ 
without even an aflent to the Articles being de« 
xnanded ; ( the cafe of her Clergy txci^itd )atfd, at 
the fame time, the Non-coriFormifts/tKofe Fiiee^ 
Agents, refufe admittance to any, but fuch, whole 
principles or confefiion they have preyioufly ap^ 
proved I 



Mr. Rohinfon's Illtt/lrationfervtiorAyi&illuflrate 
this, that the Church of England, mt&cmt prof^ng 
herfelf fo, is realty free ; and the Nonconformifts, by 
the aft of dijfcnting, confirm it as a Truth : but 
themfelves rfm^/r^tf Admiffion to all, though fuch 
contenders for religious Freedom. Thtis is Mr. 
Robinfon's fir ft Lefture litter ally Jlated, explained, 
and illujlrated. The Vindication, I leave to tliofe 
who are able to eflPeft it. 

The fecond, third, and fourth Le^ures being 
merely hiftorical, it is udneceffary to obferve 
further on them than, that in narrative, you gene- 
rally diftinguifli the peculiar prejudice of the 
narrator, who paints fome beautiful, others de^ 
formed; fome right, and others wrong;, juft as 
his fancy di6tates. 

In the fifth Lefture we are informed, ". A re- 
<* ligious fociety, formed on principles of Reve- 

' " lation 
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** ladon, has no ether rule of uaion, than the 
♦* expre(s word of God." Granted. The objec- 
tion made in confequence hereof is, '' That Re- 
**velation gives Chrift an exclufive right of le- 
•* giflation," and fays Mr. Robinfon,*rThc epifcopal 
** Church transferred all ;thefe rights to Harry and 
•' Elizabeth." That the King, for ^the time being, 
is confidered as Head of the Church, in no other 
fenfe than ceremonially, in conne£Uon with his 
royal prerogative, as a national governor, is evi- 
dent from the 37th article, which fufficiently re- 
futes that objeQion, and (to ufe Mr. Rohinfon's 
own words) *'Asa Religious Society, formed on 
" principles of Revelation, has no other rule of 
** aftion than the exprefs word of God,'* I fhould 
be glad to know, how Mr. Robinfon will evade 
St. Peter's exhortation, " Submit yourfelvcs to 
,•* every ordinance of man, for the Lord's fake, 
" whether it be to the King di^Jupremc^ or unto 
"governors, as unto them that are fent by him 
" for the punilhment of evil doers, and for the 
^* praife of them that do well." Mr. Robinfon will 
find fome difficulty to determine, or rather to 
timit^ the fenfe in which the King is to be fubmit- 
ted to, as fupreme. 

The ApoRle alfo commands fubmiffion to every 

^ordinance of man. For the Lord's fake, and where 

he wiUc(??i^ne*a term fo [extenfive^ I know not. 
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That the King's fiipremacy i^ not intended, as 
any infringement on the fpiritual and kingly au- 
thority of Chrift, over the Church, appears plainly 
from the conftitution of the Church itfelf; which 
is founded on thole principles that aflert the offices 
of Chrift, both as a Prieft, a Prophet^ and a King. 

The officers of tliis Church (fays the ingenious 
Ledurer) are tf// unknown to Scripture, not re« 
colIe£ling that Bilhops in particular are fignified 
as a part of the Goijpel Church. 

This miJd accufer further aflerts, that; ^' The 
.*' Liturgy is a defeftivc book in every point of 
" view ; its authority entirely Human.*' To refute 
this objeftion needs very litde IkiH. A moment's 
view of the Liturgy will foon convince the moft 
difaflPeded reader, that its authority is not entirely 
human, being principally compofed of extra& fron)i 
the facred ^Scriptures, which, on a moderate cal« 
culation, conftitutes one third of it, the prayers 
being the chief part that is of human compofiti-* 
on : fo that Mr. Robin/on muft excufe my rudor^ 
nefs, if I declare his aflertion falfe. 

I am almoft at a lofs, which to admire mofl^ 
the commencement or conclufionof the LeSures; 
they begin rather coolly^ but finiflb, (Tremblf, 

O, Church- 



O .^hurcbmen^ at the thought!} vchtmcntly in- 
deed. 

^^The fifth LeSure concludes, \>y accounting 
for the quiet acquiefcence of the bulk of the 
jpeoplf in this .kind. of wo^fhip, by fuch a train of 
cauf^s, as leads one to fuppofe the Diffenting 
Intereft are guided by fome, or pne of them, in 
oxder to yxxdi^cSor accurately on the occafion. 

The fixth Le£lure, though hiftorical, begins 
with a capital charge, or accufation, that tends, to 
criminate us deluded Churchmen, colleQively 
j|i^d individually, with a daring enormity: "One 
*; capital . artifice," fays our aufhor, *' of high. 
V(jQburchmeii jis, to impute their, own vices to 
♦'i^htBrs, an^ HQ impute other people's excellent 
'^ cie$ to thenifelyes." 

J, j^ince; fuper^itipn and error ,thus pervade the^ 
?relatical Hierartchy, it is not. much to. be won- 
dered,at, if we impute our vices to other?, and 
afcribe the profeffed excellencies ev.en of Nohr, 
coijjiSbrraity. tp^ ourfelves ; fpr^ Mr.. Robin/on muft 
Be jjonvinced from experience^ th^re is nothing 
fparce^ which Superftition will not effeQ; for it 
wm evitn make toen believe bUck to be white, 
or the azure flcy to be in common brown. It 
will reven make a man contend for what he 
. C . iefirf^5. 
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refufes to * give, or confine •Liberty •t)f Coir- 
fcience to the belief of one fet of truths. -Thai 
Superftition effefts thefe things we have more 
than one inftance to prove. • ••■;--^ • *-• v- 



: > 



- The ingenious author is rathif deceiveid, I knav 
gine, when he feys, that Churchmen are for claiift* 
ing the excellencies of other Comrhuiions; wticfre-i 
as, I am inclined to believe, they fearce fee"' aty 

excellency in them. 

• To exemplify the candour of this ingenious 
writer, I beg leav^ to revert to a foregoing lec- 
ture, where he Jinxes, by ^laving. Prelates and* 
people before the Judge of the whole Earth, W 
the laft day ; and, after much perverted detail, cdh- 
eludes the dreadfiil fcntence-»^i)£pART. If* this 
is not equal to any papal anatheiili lifelf,'whdt is ? 
How dare any man, or fet of men extend their 
contrafted ideas to a fcene fo awful ' in itfelf, and 
fpecifically dooni" any to that- direkd difmiffioh*? 
I^ this a fpecim'eh'/bf NorC-'con/drniity ? Areth^ 
to condemn usin thfs liff, and t6 Wage usih'tfic 
next? Who has delegated fuch powers to Mr» 
Rohinjon^ that }ic can predetermuie uie fiiiafl ftatc 
of raren. Let this fuffice/in a degree, as 'a freherii' 

fitupie of the "tin:: • : ■ ^^ „ " ^ -. ■; ; 

• According' td^'Nhr. RoHnfikVcoiic%^ 
reafoning, neither /rec enquiry, nor fcarcely/r^e 

cxiftence 
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C2(iftancc.aj!«iillowe(i; for, thofe who cannot con- 
!&ne -their, ccnfttres by the boundaries of the pre* 
fent, aredaripgt to a d<:gree, to extend them to 
never-ending futurity. . 

« '.'■"'■ 

^ Appeal to the. voice of reafon, yea rather con- 
sult Revelation itfelf, and we are told, " Judge 
** not, left ye be alfo judged." If fuch principles 
are held forth ta view in a Syllabus^ or Plan of 
jLeftures, what are we to infer from thence ? 
That perfecution is not confined to one defcrip- 

lionofperfojis. 

.... « 

Mr. Robinfon Tpeaks mucj^^ of the perfecution of 
fhe Puritans, in Charles and Jat^i es's reigns; but 
he will do well to remember ^ that during Crom- 
well's proteClorfhip, the Prefbyterians were for 
cngroffing xh^ whole power to thqmfelves, ejlablijlu 
zng Prefbytery, and tolerating none other whatever. 
Contrail this with Mr. Roiinfon.s defcription of 
Non-conformity, and it will be ibund fallacious 
and delufive. 

' The feventh Lefture, relative to the terms of 
epifcopal communion, is introduced with a gene- 
ral cenfure on the Litirrgy,: as before ; but, in par- 
ticular, for it^ ;being called a dkine fervice, which 
refults from k^ h^ing founded on, and inculcating 
jhe divine authority of the Scriptures, 

C 2 The 
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The eighth, ninth, and tenth Lcftiircs, being 
fo many partial defcriptions of former times, as 
beft fuited to the author's purpofe, I mean to 
confine my remarks to fuch aflcrtions, as are more 
abftrafted from hiftorical detail; and therefore 
prodeed to the eleventh Lefture, where we arc 
prefented with a view of modem Non-conformity. 

We are informed, in the firll place, there are 
ftronger arguments for Non-conformity now than 
ever. ^\ hich it feems are deduced from their num^ 
her, learnings political fentiments, property^ and 
Church Polity — Arguments thefe that might, with 
equal weight, be made ufe of for many other fen- 
timents, but no focial or political argument can 
poflibly exceed St. Peter's exhortation : " Finally, 
*' be ye all of one mind, having compaffion one 
*' of another ; love as brethren; be pitiful, be 
" courteous ; not rendering evil for evil, or rail- 
*' ing for railing ; but contrarywife, bleffing; know<« 
" ing that ye are thereunto called, that ye fhould 
" inherit a bleffing." 

Under the head of Church Polity, Mr.' Robin/on 
has endeavoured to prove modern Non-conformity 
the wijeji in the world, for fix reafons, fay which he 
excludes every other fet of perfdns firom an equd 
(hare of wifdom, cither in mode or difciplinc; and 

concludes 
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concludes by faying, The Non-conformifts arc, 
%vith ali'fheir infirmities, the Excellent of the 
Earth, in whom is all our delight. Vanitas vani- 
tails y, omnia vanitas! , 

I procieed now- briefly to confider the arguments 
for rriodern'Non' conformity ; and the firft we meet 
with is numkr. It has been juftly remarked, that 
to judge of the truth of any fentiment, or party, by 
the multitude of its prbfelytes, is to be deceived 
by an outward appearance ; for populatity, fo far 
from being a proof of the goodntfs of a caufe, is 
often the contrary, as we find inftahced in the Pa* 
pills, who are extremely numerous. But our au- 
thor fays, *' PTAer^ enquiry isfree, and men aflu- 
** ally examine, numbers are confiderable." I\\ 
anfwer to this, it is as eafy to draw this inference, 
even in that cafe, asotherwife; namely, That it 
fuits their intereft or inclination, and therefore 
fo many adhere to it. Truth, as felf-exiftent, does 
710^ depend for its ^^rn^on the numbers who be- 
lieve or embrace it; but error often does; and 
derives its fanftion from that fourcc onlv, even 
Vox Populi. 

Thrs argument then, inftead of recommending^ 
with the more difcerning, would dijcdmviend Non* 
conformity : «« Be not conformed to the fafliions, 
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'' (or general notions a» well as praSice) of this 
** world/' Mr. Rcbinfon's purpofc is in this refpe^ 
def(^ated. 

Learning is the fecond argument made ufc of: 
*'.Tbe modern Diflenters^" fays the ingenious 
author, ** poffefs men of eminent literature in every 
V branch of fcience/' — Learning is by no means 
eflTential to truth itfelf, nor yet to virtue. It is 
jufily deemed ornamental, embellifbing, but no 
more. As to their fuperiority {if equality) to Con^ 
formifts, in this refped^. is utterly inadmiffible, as 
inftances will prove. 

The third argument is, their " Political Senti- 
** ments/' " Modern Non-conformity/' (fays Mr, 
Robinfon) '' naturally leads us to ftudy govern* 
*' ment/ ' . Inconliftency is a certain evidence 

of falfehood. — In the former Ledures, Mr. Robin^ 
Jon fets forth the excellency of Non-conformity as 
wholly divcfled of any confideration of, or connec- 
tion with civil jurifdi£lion, penal laws, and legifla* 
live powers. — Ncrw^ the political fentknents of the 
Non-conformifts are ufed as an argument in their 
favour. 1 fhould be glad to know, whether Mr, 
Robinfon means to inftance America, as a proof of 
the total unconnededne(s of Nm-'Corifjormity with 
civil government, or of the moieKiUiw^X ^thfkt p(h 

., litical 
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Htkal Jintiinenli ? To return to the prcfent pur- 
pofc; we (ec, ihefe are the people that, in one 
Lcfture, arc to be rtprefcnted not concerning 
theirifelves Avith the polity andjgovernment of the 
natioh, and, in another, their^wrfy oj government 
is to be pleaded- in^^A^VM<^^. One while they 
2tre detached' from- fectrlar concerns; another, 
miking them their^^iy. What an heterogeneous 
compound !* What a* difcordant jargon muft the 
principles of Non-conformity be, if in one inftance 
tUey^are regardkfs of civil concerns ; in another, 
fliMtrally' contemplating them ; for the purfuit or 
e'xercife of it (we may obferve, by the bye) is only 
for ■ iuhnt oi power. 

Before I conclude on this head, I muft beff 
leave to srppcal to the impartial reader, \vhether 
sfliy thing can htmore ridiculous, than endeavouring 
icriiniit in one ided' iiuoo>^poi\tt ones; or, in other 
words, to reconcile the being w/rc?//j; detached front 
civil jurifdiSion^ and thtjludy of govermnent. 

'^'^'Ttit property of ^tHe Diffenters," fays Mr. Ro^ 
Si^fiH^ h Vety tonfiderable/' Kmojl powerfid argu- 
rrfiSrtiiisI The fanie maV be made uffe of in defence 
of*Pftpef)rithe Rorfiifli Church, cohflfting of men 
of grfeft opulence m tire State; therefore, by 
pa ifty oF 'r^zhnivt^pixcelimt. Even the defpifed 

• ■•'• Church 
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worlhip. Until Mr. R^hinf^n can vindicaU ^y 
LTiaL^-. be need .oc eve„ «^^...^^ to ^M 

conform in ik,^ refped to the co^^^-i^ of Hea.^ 
auv' more than the command^ of men. Or. ihe 
other hand, the CAurcA of England not or^y pro- 
fcffcs a veneration for the Scriptures ; bm the 
grcnter part of her mode of wortop confift. « 
the reading tl^^era. 

£*,>/4C> then, both in mode, ^pyeU as prin- 
JL may defy conte..ders, and defeat them wub 

»o forms are formal themfeUe.. and fuch j.ho 
.ottld not wear a furpUce or a gown, can admU a 
land without defiling their ^^n^^'-^^-^''.'^;' 
beintrinfic/,.r.> of on., .nd the traditional m^«- 
Zy of the .ir, I o^ttR leave them to determme. 

Since the genuine diBates of in. religion incul, 
cate an univerfal pbilantropy, I can readtly agree 
«hh Mr. JI«ii»>«> - -ne of his qt^ot.t.om from 
l^ Paul, which feems applicable to km, and which 
■•.„' punaually obferving. may prcf^rve h)m, and 
hiscaafe fro.n the danger oi JelfreMUon- name- 

commended in a day, when un^mw^?? is to be ear- 

^,py v^ilhed for. and divijiom greatly to be dnadcd. 

FINIS. 



